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Jason,	Stevens	&	Ram,	2015;	McMillan	&	Chavis,	1986;	Stevens,	Jason,	&	Ferrari,	2011),	and	is	preferably	applied	to	the	behaviors	of	neighboring	and	citizen	participation	(Kloos,	Hill,	Thomas,	Wandersman,	Elias	&	Dalton,	2012).	The	studies	on	sense	of	community	show	that	natural	leaders,	behavior	settings,	and	grass-roots	organizations	have	a	key	role	in	the	process	of	social	cohesion	(Maya-Jariego,	2004).	Research	on	neighborhoods	–	the	ecological	setting	of	choice	–	has	shown	the	risks	associated	with	urban	districts	where	low	income,	overcrowding,	pollution,	and	daily	exposure	to	violence	and	vandalism	predominate,	among	other	factors	(Shinn	&	Toohey,	2003;	Wandersman	&	Nation,	1998).	However,	the	research	conducted	so	far	also	allows	us	to	identify	shadow	areas	as	well	as	the	elements	that	need	greater	theoretical	development.	First,	community	psychology	seems	to	have	paid	more	attention	to	the	subjective	experience	of	community	than	to	the	specific	contexts	in	which	it	develops.	In	the	words	of	Sarason,	the	community	is	a	"readily	available,	mutually	supportive	network	of	relationships	on	which	one	could	depend"	(1974,	p.	1).	So,	to	improve	our	understanding	of	community	contexts,	we	need	to	complete	the	assessment	of	feelings	of	belonging	(or	the	perception	of	interdependence)	with	the	objective	of	describing	the	structures	in	which	individuals	are	inserted	as	well	as	the	properties	of	the	ecological	environment	(Maya-Jariego,	2004).	In	my	opinion,	the	study	of	the	regularities	of	behavior	associated	with	a	specific	place	(i.e.,	behavior	settings),	as	in	network	analysis,	can	respond	quite	well	to	that	purpose.	Second,	community	psychology	seems	to	have	proceeded	to	accumulate	empirical	evidence	on	factors	that	are	relevant	in	the	community	context	without	elaborating	sufficiently	on	their	nature	from	a	psychological	point	of	view.	For	example,	we	know	that	juvenile	delinquency	is	more	prevalent	in	neighborhoods	with	high	turnover	of	residents	and	a	low	proportion	of	owner	occupied	housing.	Perhaps	we	can	interpret	
residential	mobility	in	terms	of	social	control,	or	people's	expectations	of	residing	in	the	same	place	in	the	future	in	terms	of	commitment	and	responsibility	in	environmental	conservation.	Thus	we	seek	basic	psychosocial	processes	that	allow	us	to	compare	the	between	diversity	of	neighborhood	contexts.	Although	the	risk	and	protective	factors'	framework	has	been	practical	in	the	design	of	effective	interventions,	we	need	to	take	another	step	in	the	formalization	of	knowledge	to	contribute	to	community	psychology	from	a	substantive	point	of	view.	Perhaps	this	explains	why	the	scales	for	the	assessment	of	psychological	sense	of	community	have	been	applied	equally	to	classrooms	and	schools;	city	blocks,	neighborhoods,	and	cities;	or	even	self-help	groups,	associations,	and	political	parties	(Hill,	1996),	regardless	of	the	levels	of	analysis.	Communities	are	made	up	of	large	groupings	of	individuals	who	feel	a	mutual	commitment,	although	not	necessarily	know	each	other.	They	are	structures	of	a	meso-social	level:	they	refer	to	unconscious	effects	of	social	structure	in	the	individual	and	represent	the	power	of	indirect	relations.	Therefore,	neither	are	they	small	groups	nor	are	they	comparable	to	macro-social	phenomena.	I	think	we	need	to	develop	a	typology	of	community	settings,	ecological	environments,	to	guide	research	in	a	more	systematic	way.	That	entails	reference	to	contexts	and	settings,	which	are	at	the	center	for	concern	of	community	psychology,	with	more	complexity	and	precision.	It	also	implies	a	fine-grained	analysis	of	how	some	contexts	are	nested	in	others,	and	how	this	translates	to	the	subjective	experience	of	community.	After	sense	of	community,	the	second	concept	with	possibly	more	impact	on	community	psychology	is	empowerment.	Partly	it	is	connected	with	reflections	on	the	role	of	collaboration	with	the	community,	and	partly	it	works	as	an	inspiring	metaphor	for	community	action.	While	recognizing	the	limits	of	the	definition	of	the	concept	from	a	
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